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SUPREME COURT MINUTES
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 7, 2000
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

The Supreme Court of Californiareconvened in the courtroom of the Earl
Warren Building, 350 McAllister Street, Fourth Floor, San Francisco, California,
on September 7, 2000, at 9:00 am.

Present: Chief Justice Ronald M. George, presiding, and Associate Justices
Mosk, Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, and Brown.

Officers present: Frederick K. Ohlrich, Clerk; and Harry Kinney, Supreme
Court Marshal.

S071258 Alan O. Aaset a., Petitioners
V.
San Diego County Superior Court, Respondent
The William Lyon Company et al., Real Partiesin Interest
Cause called. Steven M. Strauss argued for Petitioners Aas et al.
Gregory L. Dillion argued for Rea Party in Interest William
Lyon Company.
Barry M. Vrevich argued for Real Party in Interest Branco
Corporation.
Duane E. Shinnick replied on behalf of petitioners.
Cause submitted.

S068162 People, Respondent
V.
Danny Duarte, Appellant
Cause called. Peggie Bradford Tarwater, Deputy Attorney
General, argued for Respondent.
Dennis A. Fischer argued for Appellant.
Ms. Tarwater replied.
Cause submitted.
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S082325

S059827
2nd Dist.
B103406
Div. 1

S079760
1st Dist.

A075328
Div. 2

People, Respondent

V.
Shamrock Foods Company, Appellant

Cause called. Mark J. Urban, Deputy Attorney General, argued
for Respondent.

Sanford Svetcov argued for Appellant.

Mr. Urban replied.

Cause submitted.

Court adjourned.

Joaguin Alvarado, Petitioner

V.
Los Angeles County Superior Court, Respondent
People, Real Party in Interest

The time for granting or denying a rehearing in the above-entitled
case is hereby extended to and including November 30, 2000, or the
date upon which arehearing is either granted or denied, whichever
occurs first.

In re the Marriage of
Susann Margreth Bonds and Barry Lamar Bonds

Susann Margreth Bonds, A ppellant

V.
Barry Lamar Bonds, Respondent

The time for granting or denying arehearing in the above-entitled
case is hereby extended to and including November 19, 2000, or the
date upon which arehearing is either granted or denied, whichever
occurs first.
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Orders were filed in the following matters extending the time within
which to grant or deny a petition for review to and including the date indicated, or
until review is either granted or denied:

A083198/S089919

A087354/S090002

A088297/S090231

B121757/S090004

B125658/S089926

B126748/S089957

B129641/S090094

B131764/S089932

B132282/S090000

B132414/S090104

B132431/S090089

B134032/S090058

B134273/S089972

B134986/S089934

C030636/S090430

People v. Raffey Michael James — October 15, 2000.
People v. George Lucchesi, Jr. — October 17, 2000.
People v. Frank Limon Ortega et al. — October 17, 2000.

People v. Robert Edwards; In re Robert Edwards on Habeas
Corpus - October 18, 2000.

People v. Aaron Izell Sealie — October 19, 2000.

People v. Ryan Patrick Toledo — October 16, 2000.

People v. Harold Ted Cornelius — October 19, 2000.

People v. Byron Sweeney — October 15, 2000.

People v. Juan Miranda— October 17, 2000.

People v. William Raymond Strong; William Raymond
Strong v. Los Angeles County Superior Court; People, RPI —
October 17, 2000.

People v. Thomas Lewis Morris — October 15, 2000.

Clarence Lasalle Rose v. Los Angeles County Superior
Court; People, RPI — October 19, 2000.

People v. Joel Anthony Salinas — October 16, 2000.

People v. Albert Joseph Forn; In re Albert Joseph Forn on
Habeas Corpus — October 15, 2000.

People v. Ruben Antonio Banuelos — October 18, 2000.
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C032135/S090028

D032530/S090088

D033432/S090273

D034993/S090397

E022249/S089993

E023647/S090003

E023847/S090053

E024098/S089994

E024292/S090270

E025090/S089571

E027131/S090043

F029122/S090272

F030122/S090144

H019678/S089953

H017020/S090085

H021674/S089978
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People v. Thien Tony Vu — October 18, 2000.
People v. Merle G. Wakefield — October 15, 2000.
People v. John Dewayne Pettigrew — October 19, 2000.

Tom Hornung et a. v. San Diego County Superior Court;
Ronald Zych et a., RPIs— October 15, 2000.

People v. Valentine Underwood — October 17, 2000.
People v. Eddie Santoyo — October 17, 2000.

People v. Marlon Deshon Baylis; People v. Eddie Lee
Hampton — October 19, 2000.

People v. Brian James Bartosh — October 16, 2000.
People v. William James Bannister — October 18, 2000.
People v. immy Glen Woods — October 15, 2000.

People v. San Bernardino County Superior Court; Collion
Carroll, RPI — October 19, 2000.

People v. Donald J. Green — October 18, 2000.
People v. Tha Ting — October 15, 2000.

Inre Andrew R., a Person Coming Under the Juvenile Court
Law; People v. Andrew R. — October 16, 2000.

People v. Gina Miller et al. — October 10, 2000.

Lorena Lomeli Santanav. Santa Cruz County Superior
Court; People, RPI — October 17, 2000.
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S015384 People, Respondent
V.
Richard Lacy Letner and Christopher Allan Tobin, Appellants
Dueto clerica error, the order filed in the above matter on
September 1, 2000, is amended to read as follows:
On application of appellant Christopher Allan Tobin and good
cause appearing, it is ordered that appellant is granted to and
including November 6, 2000, to file appellant’s opening brief.

015384 People, Respondent
V.
Richard Lacy Letner and Christopher Allan Tobin, Appellants
On application of appellant Richard Lacy Letner and good cause
appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’s
opening brief is extended to and including November 6, 2000.

S020803 People, Respondent
V.
Richard Bert Stewart, Appellant
On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s reply brief is
extended to and including November 6, 2000.

S023835 People, Respondent
V.
Jesse Morrison, Appellant
On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including November 3, 2000.

S036450 People, Respondent
V.
Herbert Harris Koontz, Appellant
On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s reply brief is
extended to and including October 6, 2000.
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S085736

S086787

S087945

S088257

Marianne Saelzler, Appellant

V.
Advanced Group 400 et al., Respondents

On application of amicus curiae The University of Southern
California and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to
serve and file its amicus curiae brief in support of respondents herein
Is extended to and including October 10, 2000.

Norton Styne, Appellant

V.
Connie Stevens et a., Respondents

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file the answer brief on the merits
Is extended to and including September 7, 2000.

In re Kenneth Cray

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of the Attorney General and good cause
appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file the informal
response is extended to and including September 28, 2000.

Grossmont Healthcare District, Appellant

V.
San Diego Hospital Association et al., Respondents

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file the answer brief on the merits
Is extended to and including September 15, 2000.






